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ATTIC BUILDING ACCOUNTS 

III. The Propyl aea 

Or all the buildings on the Acropolis, the Propylaea alone 
are exactly dated by literary accounts. " Philochorus (in his 
fourth book) and others record that the Athenians began to 
build them in the archonship of Euthymenes (437/6 B.C.), 
with Mnesicles as architect ; and Heliodorus in his first book 
about the Acropolis at Athens says, among other things, the 
following: 'In five years they were entirely finished; two 
thousand and twelve talents were expended ; and five were the 
gates they made, through which they entered the Acropolis.' " ^ 
It was without difficulty, therefore, that a fragment of marble 
found near the east portico of the Propylaea in 1830, inscribed 
with (n/>o)nYLAIOEPAA§[ia9] and [€7r'Eir]OYMEN0SAPX0[!^- 
T09] on one side and ['EttI re? rer] APTESAPXES, with Metage- 
nes as first secretary of the senate (cf. I.G. I, 301, of 434/3) 
and Crates of Lamptrae as secretary of the treasurers of Athena 
(cf. /. G-. I, 141, 142) on the other side, was recognized by 
Rangabe as part of the building accounts of the Propylaea 
iAnt. hell. I, 1842, pp. 88-91, No. 89). This fragment (/.(?. 
I, 314 6-315 6) is necessarily the starting point for any consid- 
eration of the building inscription. 

The next advance was made by Kirchhoff, who united the 
Rangabe fragment to another (/. Ci. I, 314 a-315 a) which had 
been likewise published by Rangabe (I.e. pp. 233, 394, No. 128) 
but had not been identified (Jb. Phil. Pad. 1861, pp. 47 ff.). 
Subsequently Kirchhoff suggested other candidates for the stele 
of the Propylaea, such as I.Gr. I, 312-313, 315 a-c (suppl. 
p. 38), and 554 (cf. p. 222). Unfortunately these last were 
not generally accepted ; Kohler had already proposed to assign 

^ Harpocration, s.v. TXpoiriXata ravra ; Photius and Suidas, s.v. IlpoTi\aia 
ravTa ; Plutarch, Pericles, 13. 
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I. Cr. I, 312-313 to that series which he later identified as be- 
longing to the Parthenon (Z. G-. I, p. 161), and in this he was 
followed by P'oucart (B.C.II. 1889, p. 176, n.) and Michaelis 
(A.^. 10). 1 Michaelis tentatively admitted I. O-. I, 315 a-c and 
551 {A.K 5), but Bannier (^Ath. Mitt. 1902, p. 303, n., Bh. 
Mug. 1908, p. 429) and Cavaignac (^Utudes, p. Ixxi) rejected 
/. Cr. I, 315 a-c, as well as 312-313, and admitted only I. G. I, 
554 of Kirchhofif's three suggestions. The net results of Kirch- 
hoff's work seemed to be, therefore, the addition of I. Cr. I, 
314 a-315 a, and 554, to the Rangabe fragment. 

Eduard Meyer (^Forschungen, II, pp. 99, 101, n.) rather casu- 
ally speaks of another fragment as belonging to the Propylaea, 
/. (?. I, 316. This was confirmed by Bannier, who identified 
one more fragment, I. Cr. I, 331 d, suppl. p. 77, and found that, 
according to the lettering at least, it must have joined I. Cr. I, 
316 accurately (^Ath. Mitt. 1902, pp. 302-303) ; I.Gi. I, 316 itself 
is lost. 

Cavaignac's list of fragments of the inscriptions of the 
Propylaea is the same as Bannier's, viz. I. d. I, 814 6-315 6, 
314 a-315 a, 316, 331 c?, and 554 (^Etudes, p. Ixxi). 

This was the state of the inscription when I worked on it in 
1909-10 in connection with the study of the Propylaea. At 
that time I enlarged the number of fragments from five, the 
total proposed by Kirchhoff, Bannier, or Cavaignac, to seven- 
teen. Delays in the presentation of this material allowed me 
to supplement it by similar investigations of the inscriptions of 
the Parthenon {A.J.A. XVII, 1913, pp. 53-80) and of the 
Erechtheum (ihid. pp. 242-265), and also to benefit by the 
subsequent studies of Woodward (B.S.A. 1909-10, pp. 198- 
205) and Bannier (Berl. Phil W. 1911, p. 853; 1913, pp. 
317-319). 

Woodward's studies, proceeding in two directions, led him 
to enlarge the number of known fragments from five to ten ; 
he included the two rejected Kirchhoff fragments and three 
others hitherto unpublished. Measuring the two opisthographic 
fragments united by Kirchhoff (/. G. I, 314, 315) and the two 
opisthographic fragments proposed by Kirchhoff but rejected by 
subsequent authorities (I.Cr. I, 312-313, 315 a-e), he observed 
1 Cf. A.J.A. XVII, 1913, p. 55 and n. 1. 
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that they all taper in thickness to such an extent as to prove 
that they all belong to a single stele. Kirchhoff, indeed, had 
already suggested that to include these fragments the stele 
must have tapered from bottom to top (Z. Gr. I, suppl. p. 38), 
and this solution overcomes the objection of Bannier and Ca- 
vaignac that they differ greatly in thickness. Woodward's 
conclusions as to the exact positions of the four opisthographic 
fragments, as indicated by their thicknesses, I am, however, 
unable to accept ; and in the following discussion I have re- 
tained my own restoration of the stele, which was completed 
several months before he measured the fragments in question. 
On the other hand. Woodward identified with certainty one 
new fragment (0 in the following list), which he correctly 
joined with two others which I liad placed side by side in the 
Epigraphical Museum; since his transcript (^BS.A. 1909-10, 
p. 199) does not represent the three fragments separately, I 
give them here : 
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Besides all these, I include five fragments already published 
but never yet assigned to the inscription of the Propylaea. 
Bannier (Bh. Mus. 1906, p. 223) had suggested that I. G. I, 
116 i, suppl. p. 25, and Kirchhoff that I. O: I, 317 a, suppl. 
p. 38, and 555?, suppl. p. 128, were parts of some building 
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accounts, but they were not more definitely identified. Foucart 
(5. 0.H. 1889, p. 176, n.) and Michaelis {A.K 10) assigned 
/. G-. I, 331 to the accounts of the Parthenon. /. Q-. I, 555 h, 
suppl. p. 56, was supposed to be a part of the tribute lists. 

Finally, I must mention four fragments which have not yet 
been published. The most important is numbered P in the 
following list ; I found it in the fourth room of the Epigraphi- 
cal Museum. Q, R, and S were scattered in the first room of 
the museum ; my attention was called to Q by Woodward ; 
attached to S I found a manuscript note to the effect that it 
joined the missing fragment I. Q-. I, 331. The four unpub- 
lished fragments are represented below : 
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frg. Q frg. S 

For convenience I number the nineteen above-mentioned 
fragments as follows: A = /.(?. I, 116*; B = 312-313; C = 
314a-315a; = 314 6-315 6; E = 315«-c; F = 316 ; G = 
317a; H = 331 ; l = 331d; J = 554; K = 555A;; L = 555Z; 
M, N, = B.S.A. 1909-10, p. 199, and as shown above ; 
P, Q, R, S as shown above. Seventeen of the nineteen frag- 
ments are now in the Epigraphical Museum at Athens ; two, 
/. Gr. I, 316 and 331, are missing. 
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There is one fundamental piece of external evidence which 
affects the arrangement, i.e. the testimony of Heliodorus and 
Plutarch that the building was erected in five years. This has 
always been accepted, and in view of what we shall learn from 
fragment E, I may here state that the information is exact. 
With the aid of this, and because the two fragments (C and D) 
from the top of the stele show on one side the prescript of 
the year 437/6 (ErE[u]OYMEN0§APX0[j'T0?], the first year of 
the work, according to Philochorus), and on the other side the 
prescript of the fourth year ([eTrl re? rer] APTE§APXE§), Kirch- 
hoff correctly deduced the fact that the accounts of the first, 
second, and third years were inscribed on the obverse of the 
stele, and those of the fourth and fifth years on the reverse. 

The first attempt to arrange other fragments of the stele was 
by Cavaignac {Etudes, pp. Ixx-lxxi). He observed that I. Q-. 
I, 554 (J) has writing characteristic of the obverse of the frag- 
ments C + D, and he assigned it to the third year, supposing 
that the fragment I. G-. I, 244, of the tribute lists of the Delian 
Confederacy, would exclude it from the second year (436/5). 
That this conclusion is erroneous, even if we can suppose that 
/. Gi. I, 244 is rightly dated in the Corpus., will appear below. 
Again, he decided that the two fragments F + I joined by Baii- 
nier have writing characteristic of the reverse of the stone, and 
that they must date therefore from the fifth year ; both the 
writing and the preservation of the surface show clearly, how- 
ever, that these fragments belong to the obverse. 

Here, too, I may briefly describe Woodward's restoration. 
On the four large opisthographic pieces (B, C + D, and E) he 
distinguishes the obverse from the reverse correctly, but unfor- 
tunately supposed that the three fragments first published by 
him (M 4- N -1- 0) had the shape of the letters and the finish of 
the surface characteristic of the reverse (I.e. pp. 201, 202), and 
accepted without question Cavaignac's similar error in the case 
of F -)- I. With J the actual date, the second year, is obtained 
accidentally, by placing it in the upper part of the obverse, while 
the blank space at the end of the stone shows that it belongs at 
the bottom. The two opisthographic pieces dated by Rangab6 
and Kirchhoff (C + D) remain correct in Woodward's restora- 
tion, but the two other opisthographic pieces are assigned to 
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the very dates at which they could not have been inscribed.' 
Furthermore, he accepts the arrangement followed in the case 
of the Parthenon (of. A.J.A. 1913, p. 54), a pair of columns 
side by side, only where I. Q-. I, 315 a-b ( E) proves that there 
was more than one column ; elsewhere he has a single column, 
subdividing into two columns at the bottom of the obverse, and 
returning into one column on the reverse. This unusual dis- 
position is represented in tabular form, B.S.A. 1909-10, p. 205. 
The four opisthographic fragments, B, C, D, and E, form the 
skeleton about which all the smaller pieces must be placed. 
As given in the Corpus, B is either 10 cm. (Pittakis) or 14 cm. 
thick (Kohler), C and D are 11 cm. thick (Pittakis), and E 
varies from 17 to 18 cm. (Kohler). According to my meas- 
urements, C and D, at the top of the stele, are 0.111 m. thick ; 
at the bottom of the lowest line of letters on C the thickness 
has increased to 0.138 m., with a taper of 0.027 m. in 0.400 m. 
or of 0.0675 m. per metre. In fragment E, the thickness is 
0.159 m. at the top of the topmost letters, and 0.186 ni. at the 
bottom of the lowest letters, a taper of 0.025 m. in 0.370 m. or 
of 0.0675 m. per metre. In fragment B I find a variation be- 
tween 0.136 m. and 0.155 m., a taper of 0.019 m. in 0.277 m. 
or of 0.0685 m. per metre. The uniformity of these four frag- 
ments is emphasized by the high rate of the taper, 68 mm. per 
metre.2 To compare building inscriptions only, the decrees for 
the Temple of Athena Nike were inscribed on a slab which 
tapered, to be sure,^ but only 0.008 m. (from 0.093 m. to 
0.101 m.) in a distance of 0.295 m., a rate of 27 mm. per metre. 
On the other hand, the building inscription of the Parthenon 
was cut on a slab of uniform thickness, 0.198 m. throughout its 

1 1.Q. I, 313 is assigned to year II instead of year I, as is obtained below ; 
I.Q. I, 312 Is given to year IV instead of year V ; I.Q. I, 315 a-b is assigned to 
years II and III instead of I and III ; and I.Q. I, 315 c is assigned to year V in- 
stead of year IV. 

2 Woodward gives for C, 0.11 m. at tlie top and 0.13 m. at a point 0.35 m. 
lower ; for E, 0.17 m. at the top and 0.185 m. at 0.30 m. lower ; for B, 0.14 m. 
at ti)e top and 0.156 m. at 0.30 m. lower ; this is a taper of 50-57 mm. per 
metre. These inaccuracies of measurement gave him false positions for B and 
E. 

3 It has not the uniform thickness 0.09 m. given by Kabbadias, 'E^. 'Apx- 
1897, p. 176. 
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height.* The opisthographic building inscriptions of the 
Erechtheum are cut on slabs of uniform thickness, 0.139 m. and 
0.155 m. throughout. 

In fragments C + D the face with the prescript of the first 
year (/. O: I, 314) is in most part well preserved, with the 
original polish of the surface. The reverse (Z Gr. I, 315) is on 
the contrary so badly weathered that it is extremely difficult to 
read, just as is the case with the Parthenon inscription {A.J.A. 
1913, p. 57). The same characteristics distinguish the two 
faces of fragment B, of which /. G. I, 313 must therefore be 
the obverse, and I. Q-. I, 312 the reverse. Likewise it appears 
that in fragment E the face with I. Gr. I, 315 a-b must be the 
obverse, and I.Gr. I, 315 c the reverse. 

As regards the relative positions of the fragments in the en- 
tire height of the stele, the taper gives us absolute evidence. 
C + D combined would contain portions of 11. 1-13 of the 
obverse and of 11. 1-18 of the reverse. The increase in 
thickness of the stele is practically 2 mm. for each line of 
inscription (on the obverse). We may calculate froni this 
that fragment B includes 11. 16-28 of the obverse and 11. 19- 
32 of the reverse. And E contains parts of 11. 31-47 of the 
obverse and 11. 41-46 of the reverse.^ 

Laterally these four fragments may be located with as much 
certainty. The key is given by the obverse of fragments C + D. 
The first preserved letters of line 2 are A I, the ending of ['E7rt<r- 
raVjAI, and this has always, from the time of Kirchhoff, been 
restored as the first word of the inscription. That it was not the 
first word is shown by the entries below the prescript. In the 
combined fragments C + D we find below the prescript traces 
of six lines in smaller letters ; on C, at the left, are sums of 
money, and on D, at the right, are words. That these two col- 
umns, one of money and the other of items, belong together is 
shown by the fact that where the heading ['AmXojMATA occurs 

1 Strange to say, it is in this stele that Foucart and Michaelis attempted to 
insert our tapering fragment B. 

2 Woodward (I.e. p. 201) by means of his measurements of the taper calculates 
that fragment B was separated from C by a gap of at least 0.175 m., so that B 
would contain 11. 25-37 of the obverse, and E, of which the lowest line would 
be, according to Woodward, 1.435 m. below the top of the stele, would contain 
11. 49-66 of the obverse. The gaps are really much smaller. 
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in the item column, we find the money column empty.* Below 
this heading must therefore be expenses; and there in fact we 
read . . . MATON, which should be, on the analogy of the Par- 
thenon accounts, [wejMATON. Above the heading ['Ai'aXo]- 
MATA are two items which must be receipts. These two items 
are supposed to represent all the revenues of Athena for that year, 
which were so great that when they had been diverted into the 
treasury of the Propylaea, it became unnecessary to appeal to 
the state for. funds, as was done in other years. ^ Let us see of 
what these revenues consisted. The first item is a sum of 132 

drachmae received as ... . A5HIEPA5MIS (an item which 

appears on both sides of fragment B as OIK I AS HI EPA . . . ); the 
second is a sum of 6 drachmae 1^ obols received as ... . KON 
TIME (which appears on fragment BasPINAKO.II..). The total 
receipts for the first year would thus have been 138 drachmae 
IJ obols,^ out of which 27,200 drachmae,* and much more now 
lost, were expended! These two very small sums cannot be 
from the regular sources of large supplies, such as the state 
treasury, the board of treasurers of Athena or of the Delian 
Confederacy, or other boards. Moreover, it must be noticed 
that Tt/te, indicating the money derived from the sale of objects, 
appears only among the last items of each year in the Par- 
thenon accounts ; house rental also, when it is mentioned else- 
where in the Propylaea accounts and in those of the Eleusinian 
epistatae (/. Gr. I, 288 a, suppl. p. 145), appears among the last 
items. It seems extremely probable therefore that these two 

1 This combination of two columns, money on the left and items on the right, 
is found also in the Parthenon inscription (cf. A.J.A. 1913, p. 59). 

2 Cavaignac, Etudes, p. 101. 

' It is true that Kirchhoff (/.(?. I, p. 162) and Cavaignac (Etudes, p. 102) 
suppose that these are only the ends of sums, other figures at their left having been 
lost because of the breaking of the stone. The same is said of the three items of 
expense, which have certainly lost some lesser figures at the right. But in the 
second of the expenditures at least enough of the original surface is preserved to 
show that at the left of the extant Mp3X|H . . . there were no more figures, and 
this determines the left edge of the money column. This is confirmed by the 
size of the first item of receipts, which could not have had another H or any 
higher figures before the extant HA A A I- b , without making it too large for oUlat 
hiepds nl(T0oais, as we shall observe later. 

* Kirchhoff and Cavaignac read the total sum remaining as even greater, 72,200 
dr. 
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small sums are the last items in a series of receipts, most of 
which have been previously mentioned. Such a previous men- 
tion could occur only if there were another double column of the 
inscription to be read before C + D, which would therefore be at 
the top of a second double column. 

That there were two such double columns is certain. Actual 
traces of both appear on the obverse of fragment E (/. Gr. I, 
315 a—b, suppl. p. 38). If we were to attempt to restore only 
one column, the top of B, as located by the taper, would collide 
with the bottom of C ; we must therefore place B at the left or 
right of C, but not below it; this again results in two columns. 
That the same arrangement must be extended to the whole stele 
will become apparent from a comparison of the lengths of the 
lines of the inscription. 

fragment I, shown to be of the obverse by its well preserved 
surface, very unlike that on the reverse faces of the four opis- 
thographic fragments, and by the larger size and spacing of the 
letters,^ belongs to the right edge of the stele (the edge is pre- 
served) and so to the second double column. As combined with 
F, the obvious restoration of line 7 (Bannier, Ath. Mitt. 1902, p. 
303) has 26 letters, spaced 0.0133 m., so that the 25 spacings 
(0.332 m.) with the two half letters at the ends (0.010 m.) and 
a blank surplus of 0.026 m. at the right, give 0.368 m. as the 
distance of the beginning of the item column from the right edge 
of the stele.2 On the obverse of C -|- D, the left edge of the 
money column, as obtained above, is 0.225 m. from the left edge 
of the item column. The entire width of the second double 
column was then 0.225 4- 0.368 = 0.593 m. If there were 
two such double columns, the width of the stele would have 
been approximately 1.19 m. More than two double columns 
would give a very impracticable width for a thin free-stand- 
ing slab. 

We now place the obverse of C + D at the top of the stele, 

1 Disregarding these facts, Cavaignac and Woodward assign it to the reverse. 

2 A similar result for the width of the item column may be obtained on the 
reverse of C + D, where we restore in lines 9-10 (an item repeated word for 
word in the Parthenon account, Col. V, 11. 17-20, of the same year) 30 letters, 
spaced 0.0126 m., so that the 29 spacings (0.365 m.) with the two half letters at 
the ends fO.OlO m.) would give the width of the item column as about 0.375 m. 
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above the second double column, the beginning of the money 
column 0.594 m. from the right edge of the stone. As a re- 
sult, the axes of the first preserved letters in 11. 4 and 5, in 
both cases I, are 0.038 m. to the right of the left edge of the 
money column. The axes of and M, the last preserved let- 
ters in 11. 3 and 4, are 0.395 m. farther to the right, and there- 
fore 0.594 - (0.038 + 0.395) = 0.161 m. from the right edge 
of the stone. In this space we could restore at most, in 11. 2 
and 3, six more letters with the average spacing of 24 mm. 
But it is noticeable that when we add four more letters in line 
3, we arrive at the end of the word APX0[in-09] ; and simulta- 
neously 11. 2 and 6 arrive at the ends of words, EPAA§[ia9] 
in line 2 being spread to occupy nine spaces instead of eight, 
and AA/\<t>ITP0[7re^ei'] in line 6 being squeezed into eleven and 
a half spaces so as to finish evenly at the right. Here then we 
may terminate the prescript, leaving the remaining 0.058 m. in 
blank.' 

On the obverse of C + D, the prescript of the year 437/6 has 
11. 2-5 perfectly stoichedon, an arrangement which is varied in 
11. 6-7 of fragment C, though it is regained on fragment D 
with the purpose of ending line 6 evenly with those above. 
This variation was caused by the insertion or omission of one 
letter in line 6. There, the name EP . XA . . . . occupies 9^ 
letter spaces, so that it contained either 9 or 10 letters ; and 
judging by the manner in which the letters diverge more and 
more from the axes of those above, it is evident that the pur- 
pose was to insert an extra letter ; the name was therefore 
^ E7n'x^dpivo<; or 'ETrt^a/JiiSe?. Line 7 follows the arrangement of 
line 6, except that the last two letters, having plenty of room, 
are spaced farther apart. 'E-mxapi • . 9 'Afi<f>iTpo-7re6ev is the 
fifth and last epistates ; next must follow the regular formula,^ 
which closed the prescript and announced that receipts were to 
be entered next, rovTOi<; Xefifiara to iviavro tovto rdBe, and the 
last four letters of this are preserved in line 7. Between the 
beginning of EP . XA . . . . and the beginning of TAAE, which 

1 Four letter spaces at 24 mm. occupy 0.096 m., and the last half letter 0.007 
m., total, 0.103 m. ; and 0.161 - 0.103 = 0.058 m. 

2 In this restoration I follow Kirchhoff ; cf. the Parthenon accounts, A.J.A. 
1913, p. 59. 
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comes exactly below it, we must expect 50 letters, 22 for the 
name and deme of the fifth epistates, and 28 for the closing 
formula (omitting the TaBe^. But since these include one 
extra letter, the ordinary stoichedon arrangement must have 
had 49 letters. In these the average spacing is 24 mm., so 
that with 48 spacings (1.152 m.), and adding the two half let- 
ters at the ends (0.013 ra.), we obtain the total width of the 
prescript as about 1.165 m. To this must be added the sur- 
plus of 0.058 m. at the right edge of the stele, giving a mini- 
mum of 1.223 m. for the total width of the stone ; we may 
assume, therefore, that the width was about 1.23 m. 

We may be certain that the first annual prescript extended 
over the two double columns, as on the stele with the report of 
the Erechtheum Commission in 409/8 (/. (?. I, 322) ; such an 
arrangement accounts for the appearance of the first annual 
prescript on fragments C -|- D of the second double column. 
Another important result is the discovery of the number of 
letters that must be restored at the left of those preserved in 
the prescript on C -|- D. In 11.4 and 5, in which the first pre- 
served letters are both I, we read 22 letters to the right edge ; 
the total number of letters in a regular line being 49, we must 
restore 27 at the left of the I. In line 2, where the first pre- 
served letter A is two spaces to the right of the I in 11. 4 and 5, 
we must restore therefore 29 letters at the left, instead of the 
7 given by the restoration [eTrto-Tar] A I. These new considera- 
tions lead to the following restoration : 

[0£oi: A^evaia: Tv^e] 

2 ^a p )( I T € K T OvMv £ (T I K AcSKttl € ■TT I 

(rraT]AIP[po]rYL.AIOEPA A 5 [6 as] 
3[Aois---- - as £ y pa/jL/xaTeve 

- - £]Y§ ErE[v]OYMEN0§APX0[v to ?] 

4 [A 6 € V a I o I (T I V e tt i t t % fS o \ f. <; h t i 

n £] I O [i] A A E [s] "1 P T § E A P A A/ [m a r t] 

5[v£:£7ri(rTa r a i - - - - - - - ---- - 

- : T] I AA A E N [£ s I k] A P I E Y S : A [ ] 

« c 

- ] § E r [i] X A [p I 8 £ s] A M <*• I T P ^ [tt £ e £ v] 
7[T0VT0tsX e p, p, a t a t o e v i a v t o t o 

V t] T A A E 
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L. 1. — No trace of a letter is now visible ; the invocation is supplied on 
the analogy of that which heads the reverse of the stele; the latter could 
hardly have occurred without the former (cf. Cavaignac, Etudes, p. Ixx). 

L. 2. — Before the word [eirwrTaT] Al, hitherto always restored as the first 
word of the inscription, were 22 letter spaces. The only possible specifica- 
tion of time, Biri Tts irporcs apx^^t tails short by 5 letters. The gap must 
be filled by words which shall have a relation to the whole, equivalent to 
that of iiria-Tdrai. Now the epistatae and their secretary are all provided 
for in the following lines ; but on the analogy of the very similar prescript 
to the report of the Erechtheum Commission (I.G. I, 322-) the architect's 
name also should appear. And his name may have a very prominent place, 
as in the Erechtheum accounts of 408/7 (Ath. Mitt. 1901, 224). It so hap- 
pens that 22 letter spaces will be filled exactly by the words 'ApxiriKTov 
MvccrocXes kcu. Mnesioles is mentioned by only two ancient authors, Philo- 
chorus (in Harpocration s.v. TlpoTrvXcua TauTa) and Plutarch {Pericles, 13). 
Philochorus mentions him in the same breath with the fact that the 
Propyla«a were begun in the ai'chonship of Euthymenes, as if he had derived 
the entire sentence from the prescript of this inscription. The passage in 
Plutarch is supposed to have been derived from Ephorus, who may have 
copied the statement from this official record (ct. Fowler, Harvard Studies, 
1901, p. 215). 

L. 2. — The building is here called the UpoTrvXiuov, perhaps in reference 
to the fact that only the central hall was then under consideration. Three 
years later, when the wings too must have been well under way, we find it 
named, in the plural, to. TlpmrvKaia (Col. Ill, 1. 45). And so it is in later 
inscriptions, beginning with I.G. I, 32 B^, whether we assign this to the 
year 435/4 (Kirchhoff, Abh. Bert. Akad. 1864, p. 8 f.; 1876, p. 21 f.) or to 
419/8 (Cavaignac, Rev. Phil. 1900, p. 135; Andes, pp. xxii, 138), and in 
literature, beginning with Thucydides (II, 13). 

L. 3. — The name of the secretary of the epistatae here occurred before 
the mention of the archon, as Kirchhoff recognized, and so must have been 
introduced by the word Aots, referring back to the board consisting of the 
architect and the epistatae ; elsewhere the introductory word is Aci, referring 
to apx?^- There are 30 letter spaces before the archonship is given ; sub- 
tracting the necessary AoTs and iypa/xnaTeve, 15 letter spaces remain to be 
divided between the secretary's name and his demotic. Both were there- 
fore comparatively short. The demotic ends with . . c] Y5, and might have 
6 (four examples in the list of Attic demes), 7 (five examples), or, more 
probably, 8 letters (twenty -one examples, in the pre-Euclidean spelling). 
The name would have had 9, 8, or 7 letters, according to the length given 
the demotic ; in any case, the sixth letter of the name seems to have been 
A (Col. I, 1. 59). I therefore restore [ as £]Y5. 

L. 4. — ['Atfcvatbio-iv], restored in agreement with the prescript for the 
last five years of the Parthenon (in the thirteenth and fifteenth years 

1 As restored by Wilhelm, Sitzungsb. Wien. Akad. 1901, p. 13 ; cf . Cavaignac, 
Etudes, p. xxi and pi. I. 
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of which, however, it was shortened to 'A^cWots because of lack of 
space). 

L. i. — [/cat iirl Tcs j3o\ii Mc], Kirchhoff ; the koI seems unnecessary, and 
does not seem to have occurred in the Parthenon accounts, nor is there space 
for it in the present line if we accept [^Adevaiounv] and [lie] IO[i]AAE[«], 
both of which seem necessary. 

L. 4. — The name of the first secretary for 437/6 reads . . 10 . AAE ., 
restored by Kirchhoff as HcpoiaSt?, accepted with reservations by Ferguson 
(The Athenian Secretaries, p. 14); Michaelis read . id . A.8£[s] (A.E. 5), and 

Bannier 8e[s] (-R^- Mm. 1908, p. 430). The same name is preserved 

on fragment of the Parthenon account for this year (Cavaignac, Etudes, 
p. Ixii), again with the beginning of the name broken away. The restora- 
tion of 1. 4 ['A^evatowriv iwl Tes /SoXes hit . .] leaves only two letters for 
the beginning of the name, which must therefore be [n£]l0[i]AAE[s]. 
This has been confirmed by Woodward's discovery of the small fragment 
of the Parthenon inscription {B.S.A. 1909-10, p. 188; cf. A.J.A. 1913, pp. 
58, 72). 

LI. 5-6. — [iTTurraTai] should probably be repeated here, to fit the usual 
formula and to reduce the space for the first name to less than 24 letters. 
There were five epistatae, as is shown by the amount of space allotted to 
their names; there were five epistatae likewise in 434/3, but only four in 
436/5 and 435/4. A similar irregularity appears in the first ten yeai's of 
the Parthenon accounts, where there were probably five epistatae in the 
first year, six or seven in the third, three in the fifth and eighth, and four 
in the ninth year.i 

The receipts for each year are classified and follow each other 
almost in a fixed order. They may be divided into five depart- 
ments ; (1) the surplus from the epistatae of the previous year ; 
(2) grants from various boards, the treasurers of Athena, the 
Hellenotamiae (both from the tribute of the Delian Con- 
federacy and from the army chest), and the treasurers of 
Hephaestus ; (3) money received from the sale of useless mate- 
rial, tiles, wood, pinakes, hides of animals, and coloring matter ; 
(4) regular income from house rental ; and (5) contributions 
from private individuals. 

Fragment B, which cannot be placed in the second item 
column of the obverse without colliding with the bottom of 
C -I- D, apart from the fact that the receipts which it contains 
canuot continue the expenses begun on C -H D, must be located 

1 Five seems to have been the usual number, as in the early account, I.O. I, 
293-296. But only three appear in the account for the statues of Athena and 
Hephaestus (I.G. I, .318) and in the report on the Erechtheum (I.O-. I, 322). 
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in the first item column of the obverse, 11. 16-28. The small 
unpublished fragment P makes an actual contact joint with the 
obverse of B, so that no doubt of its attribution is possible ; it 
contains portions of 11. 23-31 of Col. I, and shows that the 
heading 'AvaXofiara for the first year was in 1. 29. Among 
the items in the missing 11. 8-15 we may restore the usual for- 
mulae for receipts from the treasurers of Athena and from the 
Hellenotamiae. The remaining items are as follows : 

[X t] Y U [. 

X § YMM[t K TO V 

K E PAM C[r o a iro T ov 

0NKAOA[i pc Be V TO V 

20 ONTONE[- --- 

P I A K / [- - - 

X § YUO h[ir pa $ e v rovTi^e] 

r I N A K [v] r I [/a 

I KIA5 I IEPA[s/xio-^o<T(s] 
25 PAPAPL-[£]I§TI C[ 

$ K YTO N[7r]EP IT / [e iiaTOV T i /ne] 

r APA5[<iv]D0N0 §[- 

[£]0 EN~[i] \0 LE O[vros 

LI. 16-17.— [xo^lYUOC") an<l X§YMM(ticToj/) both suggested by 
KirchhofE; the formula for the receipt from the Hellenotamiae, X5YMM' 
[axtKo 4>6po'\, cannot be restored here because the traces in line 16 will not 
fit. 

LI. 18-21. — Evidently these go together to form a single item, in con- 
nection with the sale of material from the old Propylon and adjacent build- 
ings, now demolished to make way for the new structure. With 11. 18-19, 
compare the sales of old roof tiles from demolished buildings in Delos {I.Q. 
XI, 144, A 21 ; I.G. XI, 287, A 22-23 ; B.C.H. 1905, p. 489, a 7). 

L. 22 A sale of old wooden beams from demolished buildings ; simi- 
larly the woodwork of a propylon at Delos was sold before making repairs 
{I.G. XI, 161, A .38; cf. B.C.H. 1882, p. 20, 1. 157). 

L. 23. — Tlie sale of pinakes was continued into the next year (Column 
II, line 9). Could they have been revetment slabs from the old Propylon, 
or the marble metopes of the Hekatompedon ? 

L. 24. — This item will be discussed in connection with Col. II, line 8 ; 
the word fii.i<r6o<ns is correctly restored by Bannier (Rh. Mus. 1906, p. 221, 
n. 5; cf. also I.G. I, 283, 15-19; 288 a, suppl. p. 145; I.G. II, 814, a, 
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A 26/30, and b, 24/25), but is rejected by Cavaignac {Etudes, p. xxx, n. 2) 
and Woodward {B.S.A. 1909/10, p. 202). 

L. 25. — A private contribution ; Pleistias was probably the same as the 
ambassador to Perdiccas of Macedonia in 426 B.C. (J.G. I, 40) and the sec- 
retary of the senate of 435/4 (/.(?. I, 37, 273). 

L. 26. — An entry of unusual character; it is the year immediately after 
the Panathenaic festival of 438, and this is almost certainly a reference to 
the Bep/iaTiKov (cf. Hesychius, s.v. o-kCtos • irSv Sipfui), the money accruing 
from the sale of the hides of the cattle slain in that festival (Harpocration, 
s.v. AcpfjLaTiKov) * ; the rather rare word irepiTft.eiui.Ta is usually found in con- 
nection with Seppara (cf. Hesychius, s.v. KdAAca; Moeris, s.v. IltTTwia), so 
that the association with (tkvtov is perfect.^ 

LI. 27-28. — Contributions from two private individuals, Sauron, who 
contributed also to *he Parthenon in 439/8 (A.J.A. 1913, p. 69), and 
Timoleon. 

The expenses of the first year, as has been mentioned, begin 
in line 29. The large fragment E, which has on the obverse 
the straggling ends of the lines of an item column at the left 
and the beginning of a money column at the right, must be 
placed midway between the two columns, and in 11. 31-47 ; 
the items at the left must, therefore, belong to the expenses of 
the first year. The three fragments, M -f- N -)- 0, joined together 
by Woodward, obviously contain expenses, the conclusion of an 
account, and the prescript of a new year. The preservation of 
the surface is totally unlike the granulated and badly weathered 
reverses of B, C, D, and E. Woodward unfortunately thought 
that they resembled the reverse of E (B.S.A. 1909-1910, 
p. 201) ; placing them on the reverse, he could assign them 
only to the end of the fourth year and the beginning of the 
fifth. 2 On the obverse we must choose between the first and 
second years or the second and third. As we shall find, the 
beginning of an annual prescript, evidently the third, appears 
on E, in the second column 11. 35-39 ; the fragments M -|- N -|- 

1 On the Sepiw.rtK6v, cf. I.G. II, 163 and 741. 

2 It is used also in connection with thin silver plates in the Parthenon inven- 
tories {I.O. II, 695, 8-9 ; 698, II, 29-30 ; J.H.8. 1909, pp. 182, 184, 11. 12-18). 

3 Woodward believes that this dating is confirmed by restoring,' in the annual 
prescript on I -f- J, as first secretary of the senate, KpiTidScs Tctflptio-ios, who held 
that office in 433/2 ; this would approximately fit a stoichedon arrangement. 
But not only is the number of letters in these lines completely unknown, so that 
such a restoration cannot be checked ; in no case in these inscriptions is the 
demotic of the first secretary given. 
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cannot be fitted to this with any sort of sfoiohedon arrange- 
ment. On the other hand, it is possible to make a perfectly 
stoiohedon arrangement if we consider that the prescript belongs 
to the second year. What is more important at present is that 
the phrase JioBottoiok kuI \(6o<; avarideai eirX ra KVicka, which 
appeared so frequently in the accounts of the Parthenon (Col. 
Ill, 61-62 ; Col. IV, 22-23, 58-59 ; Col. V, 32-34), and was 
indeed suggested by Woodward in the case of E (I.e. p. 205), 
proves that E and M + N + all belong together. When thus 
fitted together, it appears that the accounts of 437/6 closed 
in line 51, the expenses having occupied 23 lines. 

[AvaXo/i a] TA 
30[|ov£/taTo]N 

C ---]"[ --]^o§ 

[ ]l § I E I AS 

35 [A I. $ o T o/AoisIIevTcAeJOEN 

] E N 

8] ) S 

t] 5 I E I A S 



40 



1^ 



45 H Y r I [y o t s - - - 

HYPO P A[o llV £VT£\£^£vAo8o]rOIO[ls] 
KAIL- I 0[o sav ari^£(ri£7riTa]<Y KL A 

KATAM E[./ 10 v] 

M I § O AA A [r o v] 

50ANE'~9N[ 

A P L [S] OM[£VT oisveotstirio-Ta re <t i\ 

L. 45. — \hv] n OCpyois] , Woodward ; another possibility is H YP Ol [oXiv], 
as in the Parthenon inscription (Col. II, line 105), and perhaps also in the 
Propylaea accounts, Col. II, next to last line. 

L. 47.— KAILIO[oT6/iots], Woodward. 

LI. 48-49.— KAT AAA E[v4a]|MI§O0A/\[aTa], Woodward, in the nomina- 
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tive; he questions the case of Kara/jixviov {B.S.A. 1909-10, p. 199, n. 2) 
where it appears in the Parthenon inscriptions, but it should obviously be 
in the genitive case (cf. A.J.A. 1913, p. 75,i and Berl. Phil. W. 1913, 
p. 317 2). 

L.50. — ANE[Xo(T-a]M[«v], suggested by Bannier {Berl. Phil. W. 1913, 
p. 318). 

L. 51. — Only the first word is restored by Woodward; Bannier now 
reads the line as I have given it, on the analogy of I.O. I, 289-296 {Berl. 
Phil. W. 1913, p. 318). 

I have observed that the annual prescript on fragments 
N + can be restored to fit the requirements of the second 
year; slight traces of the beginning of the receipts appear on 
the same stones. 

[ex-tTCsScvrepasjA PX E §[^£1--- 

[ CTIT C] § B OLl_[sfe£l 

55 [irpoTostypa/x/xaT £]YE:E[ir i (rrarai--- 

[ -]£[-- - 

[--- ........ -TO vT]0[isA.£y«.y«.aTaTO etc. 

[_Tr a p a] 0\^fi,TrpOT€pov eto. 

[- - - - -] /[s£yjOay«.y«.aT£V£ 

L. 54. — Woodward restores KpwaScs Tadpda-UK {B.S.A. 1909-10, 
p. 203), to fit his supposed date of the fragment, and an assumed number 
of 43 letters to the line ; but the number of letters in these lines is unknown, 
and the demotic of the secretary should not be given. 

Another fragment, J, also from the obverse, as is shown by 
its preservation and lettering (Cavaignac here agrees), comes 
from the bottom of a column, as is shown by the fact that 
4^ cm. of blank space still remain below the last line.^ Be- 
cause this fragment shows that the column ended in the course 
of a year's receipts. Column II, which must have ended the 
account of the third year (since the fourth year began afresh 

1 The use of Karaiievlois, in the dative case, in one portion of the Parthenon 
account, is not a stone-cutter's mistake, but mine ; that we should read 
Karafievlov here also, I shall show in a later number of this Journal. 

2 Bannier is here mistaken in supposing that Woodward intends to read the 
two lines as one entry ; the divisional mark is given, B.S.A. 1909-1910, p. 199. 

8 This fact was not observed by Woodward, who places it almost at the top 
of the stele, above B. He thus accidentally arrives at the correct date, tne sec- 
ond year. Cavaignac assigned It to the third year, for reasons given below. 
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at the top of the reverse, Column III), is out of the question. 
We must place it at the bottom of Column I, where its receipts 
will continue those on fragment 0. The receipts, from the 
treasurers of Athena and from the Hellenotamiae, are those 
which generally follow directly after the entry of the surplus 
(as in the Parthenon account. Col. I, 76-81 ; Col. Ill, 47-48 ; 
Col. V, 16-20 ; and elsewhere in the Propylaea, Col. Ill, 11. 
9-13) ; but in some cases other receipts are entered first (as in 
the Parthenon, Col. 1, 109-114 ; and elsewhere in the Propylaea, 
Col. II). Rather than make J follow directly, we may inter- 
pose some such entry as Trapa heWevorafnov airo a-TpaTia<; (cf. 
Col. II; Col. Ill, 16). J should be placed in 11. 61-65 of 
Column I, or perhaps a little lower. In any case, it was contin- 
ued directly by the receipts in 11. 8-9 of Column II. 

[w a p a] \^ix TT p o T € p o V cxio-Tarov/tots] 

[---- "]/[** 7 P "■ /i/ta T eve-- ---£vs] 

60 [- .--... 

\_ir a p a t a p. l o v ft]OIT[a T€s^£0£To;u.i£V 

o v~\ 

[/iois - - --- £]A PAM[/uar£v£ 

[tt a p a h £ XX£]^ OTAM[i o V Jl o I 5----- -- 

[£ypa p. /iarjE Y EA I /[crov£v irox^a-vpp 

a )( I K o] 
[^opo p V a a jr]OTOT/[XovTo] 

II 8 [o I K t] A § H I E P A § AA \ * [0 o o- I s] 
9[,riva]K0NTi ME 

Sums of money are preserved at the left of the last two items : 
11,8 iAAAhl- 

9 rhic 

L. 59. — [ ] \ [s], in which the five spaces at the beginning are given 

by the Trapa of the line above, is the name of the secretary for the epistatae 
of the first year, as was explained in the comnaent on line 3. 

LI. 61-65. — These lines are repeated according to Kirchhoff's restoration, 
/. G. I, p. 222, except that hdti is moved to the beginning of line 62, in 
line 63 I read fv , and in line 64 / = x- 

L. 64. — The only demotics beginning with A I being AtytXtev?, AWaXiSei, 
and Aix<Tov€vs (all of nine letters), the additional trace / makes the resto- 
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ration Alxo-ovevs certain. Cavaignac (Etudes, pp. Ixx-lxxi) attributes J 
to the third year because, he says, the demotic of the secretary of Helleno- 
taniiae (beginning with A I) is not the same as that for the second year, 
436/5, as given by I.G.I, 244. This is not a valid reason, however, because the 
demoticoftheseoretary of that year, <!>iLE[Tat/3os0co8] EKTO[s] as restored 
by Dittenberger (5yW.i No. 17), or <t>ILE[fiovt&s Eip]EKTO[s] (Kirchhoff, 
Abh. Berl. Akad. 1870, p. 108) is lost; Cavaignac must have attempted to 
restore EKTO as a demotic. On the contrary, the trace on J fits the 
nine spaces for the demotic in line 4 of /. O. I, 244, so that if the latter is 
correctly dated in the Corpus, we should read the name of the secretary in 

II. 63-64 of the Propylaea inscription as ^iXeVatpos or $tX£/iovt8es Ai^^o-ovevs 
(cf. A.J.A. 1913, pp. 68, 69 n. 2, 79). 

Col. II, line 8. — [xop] AS H I EPA§AM'=[^ds], Cavaignac {Etudes,^. Ixx); 
to this Woodward rightly objects (B.S.A. 1909-10, p. 202, n. 1-2). For 
fjkCa-Ooa-K, compare Col. I, line 24. I deferred until this moment the consid- 
eration of the size of the annual rental. This is probably the rental of one 
of the houses from which Athena derived part of her inoome,i the amount 
being transferred in this case by her treasurers to the account of the epis- 
tatae. The Delian treasury received only 297 drachmae for the yearly rental 
of several hou.ses (I.G. II, 814 a, A 30 ; b, 25), so that a larger sum than the 
132 drachmae, obtained by completing the H of which one hasta is visible 
in line 8 of our inscription, would be surprising for a single house, besides 
extending beyond the left edge of the money column. ^ The rate was proba- 
bly about 8 per cent;' the valuation of the house was probably about 1650 
dr., which, if not in connection with a large estate, would imply a house 
of the better class.* This rental of 132 dr. probably appeared in each 
annual account of the Propylaea. 

L. 9. — Cavaignac supposed that the space was not great enough for the 
four missing letters of [ttivci] KON unless the I was "en surcharge." 

The expenses of the second year begin in line 10 of Column 
II; and on fragment E, just above the five letters which form 
the beginnings of the five lines of the third annual prescript, we 
observe in line 33 the traces of / ( = M) of the surplus. The 
fracture of L (ii 6?. I, 555, 1) fits the bottom of the obverse of 

* Compare the lists of olxlai Upal and of oUiiimTa belonging to the Delian 
Apollo {I.G. 11, 814, 817). 

2 Kirchhoff and all later commentators prefer to malie it larger. 
8 A worlishop, dwelling house, and another building in the Peiraeus, repre- 
senting a total value of 700 dr. , were rented for 54 dr. yearly, or 7f per cent (7. G. 

III, 1058 ; Frankel, Hermes, 1883, pp. 314-318) ; a house in Mellte worth 3000 
dr., together with a house in Eleusis worth 500 dr., brought in as rental 300 dr. or 
^ per cent (Isaeus, llcpl rod 'Ayvlov xXiJpoi;, 42). 

* Compare the prices, for instance, in the inscription of Tenos : Dareste, 
HaussouUier, and Beinacb, Inscr. juridiques, I, pp. 64-87. 
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C, and completes the sums of money in 11. 11-13. Fragment 
S likewise belongs to the obverse, according to the preservation 
of the surface; with it must be considered the missing H, which 
joined it accurately. The items are clearly expenses; the spac- 
ing of the lines is slightly too great for the similar items of 
stonework on E, Column I; we must therefore place them in 
Column II, among the expenses of the second or third year. 
A more definite attribution seems to be impossible; at present 
I include them in the second year's account. The tiny frag- 
ment Q seems, according to its surfaces, to belong to the obverse 
of the stele. The items which it contains, fiia-dofiaTov, did not 
occur at the beginning of the expenses of the first, second,^ or 
fifth year, but did occur at the end of the expenses of the 
first and third years; probably the end is the natural place 
for it.^ With the end of the first year's account occupied by 
M -h N + 0, and that of the third year apparently by A, we 
should place Q near the end of the account of the second year. 
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33 / [M -- irapeSo/otev etc. 

1 At the beginning of the expenses of the second year, Col. II, line 11, could 
be read \_iu(r9oim'\~[ov] only by an impossible crowding of the letters ; Cavaignac 
seems to be mistaken in saying that the second M of lua-Bofidrov is still 
distinct. 

2 The Parthenon accounts, however,' give this item twice at the beginning 
and twice at the end. 
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L. 12. — [jut(r^o]M[a] ~ [ov], Cavaignac {I.e. p. Ixx). 

L. 13. — The first figure is probably P rather than P, as it is usually read. 

L. 33. — The amount is repeated in line 40, from which this is restored. 

The accounts of the third year begin in line 35 of Column II; 
here are letters which can only be the beginnings of the five 
lines of the prescript. Restoring 11. 35-36 according to the 
usual formulae, it appears that the O at the beginning of line 

36 was almost certainly the first letter of the demotic of the 
secretary of the epistatae ; and from Col. Ill, line 8, we learn 
that the demotic of the secretary for the third year was %opir 
Kiof, a slight addition to our evidence. Fragment R, containing 
a few letters of an annual prescript, must likewise be assigned 
to the third year, the only vacancy on the obverse. Its letters, 
moreover, are so arranged that they fit the restoration of lines 

37 and 39. 

E[5r iTt^Tpire sa p f^ t <; h e lETriKAtscypa/u 

/u a T c V e] 

0[o plKlOS£5rlTC S /8oA.£ sAcl--- ... 

TT p O T o i; 
E / \^p a p, p. a T i V e.: e. IT iJSTA I [a i ------ 

A I [ ] E Y 5 B L [ 

A ^[a-----los:To]'' TOI^L-fc/i/uaTttToei'iav 

T o T o V r o TaS e 

LI. 3.5-36. — 'Ea-iKXes ©opiKios is named in Col. Ill, line 8. 

L. 38. — Here appear the names and demotics of the second and third 
epistatae (the first appeared in line 37), and the name of the fourth (his 
demotic is given in the following line). The name of the third epistates is 
perhaps B L [cxupos] . 

L. 39. — The demotic of the fourth and last epistates, beginning with AN, 
can be only 'Arayupao-ios, Avai^Xutrrtos, or 'Avaxaieus ; either of the two 
former, 11 letters in length, would fit the space exactly. 

The receipts begin in line 40 ; traces are preserved on both 
fragments E and R. The two fragments F + I, united by Ban- 
nier and assigned to our stele because of the formulae and the 
rough surface of the right edge (like that on the top of C + D), 
belong to the obverse, as is shown by the surface and the size 
and spacing of the letters.* They come, therefore, from the 

1 Cavaignac and Woodward assign them to the reverse, and so to the fifth 
year, for the same reason which identifies them as of the obverse, the style of 
the writing. 
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right edge of Column II, and contain receipts, so that they 
cannot be assigned to the second year, which closes its receipts 
in line 9. The third year is the only remaining possibility ; 
they would then be placed below and to the right of E and R. 
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In restoring fragments F + I, I have usually followed Bannier's readings 
iAih. Mitt. 1902, p. 303). 
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[A«]A5TE§MEA, Bannier (Lc). 
['Av8poKAcs*Ay]ASlrP0<t>L[v£vs], RangaM (Ant. hell. I, p. 164). 

The remaining portion of Column II was occupied by the 
expenses of the third year. Of these no fragment can be 
placed with absolute certainty, but their conclusion is probably 
to be read on fragment A (/. (?. I, 116 i), which is certainly 
from the end of a column, with 13 cm. of blank space now 
remaining below the last line. The surface is not so perfectly 
preserved as on most of the obverse, and there is a possibility 
that the fragment belongs to the reverse. I give it here, how- 
ever, as of the obverse. 

[^fi, i <r d o fL a T o]N 
[. . . ] r L i N A N E Y I [-- 
[1^ap£8o/^]_NT0 I SN EO l[se7rio-TaTe<Ti] 

Fragment G, with numbers only, must be assigned because 
of its surface to the obverse, and because of the amount of 
space at the left of the sums, to Column II. Here it can be 
referred only to an expense account, for the spacing of the en- 
tries does not fit that of the receipts of the third year ; it re- 
minds one of the two-line expense items which come near the 
end of a year's account, as, for instance, in M. The grain of 
the top of the stone would seem to associate it with the mica 
veins at the bottom of C, so that it probably contains expenses 
of the third year, rather than of the second. Another frag- 
ment with numbers only, K, seems to record expenses rather 
than receipts, since even obols are mentioned. But whether it 
comes from the first, second, or third years can hardly be 
determined. It seems to me unnecessary to reprint these frag- 
ments, and I can add nothing to Kirchhoff's comment in the 
Corpus. 

On turning to the reverse, we find that C -|- D, which formed 
the right-hand upper corner of the obverse, here belong to the 
left-hand upper corner. The text of these two combined 
fragments begins with the prescript of the fourth year, writ- 
ten in smaller letters which do not extend across the entire 
width of the stele, as at the top of the obverse, but only across 
Column III. 
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L. 1. — This invocation, restored also by Bannier {Berl. Phil. W. 1911, 
p. 853), is similar to those which headed the accounts of the statue of 
Athena Parthenos {I.G. I, 298) or the Parthenon inventory for 422/1 (/.(?. 
1, 170; Wilhelm, ffemas 1901, p. 449). 

L. 4. — API[<7T . . . ]OSM[£XtT£i)s], Kirchhoff ; a trace of -- as the eighth 
letter indicates that the name must be 'AptcrTwXAos. 

L.5. — [f]EM( )E[. ., Kirchhoff; I restore TIM[ooTpoTos] 

KE[ ] to fit the space. 

The receipts of this year, so far as they are preserved on 
fragments C + D, may be repeated almost without variation 
from Kirchhoff's restoration. 
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At the left of the entry in line 7 is the sum -] H H HAP h h h h . 

LI. 11-12.— rPOT6A[o'es]KE[<^i<7iei5s3, Kirchhoff; but Cavaignae 
(J^ludes, p. Ixxi) pointed out that instead of the supposed A a vertical hasta 
was visible; I verified this, and found that the letter was clearly N. The 
only possible Attic name of the proper length is P POTON[ikos]. Again, 
in the demotic, there are too few spaces for KE[<^t<Ti€]YS ; we must read 
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KE[pajH£]Y$. It so happens that the only IIpan-dvtKo? known in Attica is 
«/c Kepa/xitov, on sepulchral inscriptions of about 400 B.C. (/.(?. II, 1235, 
1238) ; but he is not necessarily the same as our secretary. 

L. 16. — <lorA,t]r05TPAtlA§r, Kirchhoff; the last letter, P , is cer- 
tainly to be read Tl, and I can only suggest that the somewhat inappropriate 
word Tijiie was written here by mistake ; it does not appear in the similar 
entry in Column II. 

A few traces of the expenses of the fourth year appear on 
the back of fragment E (/. Gr. I, 315 c) ; they show that the 
account ended in line 46. 



45 
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L. 41. — XATo/iots nc]NTEL.E§l, Woodward (I.e. p. 203); the space 
is, however, too great for this. 

LI. 45-46. — Woodward believes that this is a final statement of the 
financial position at the close of the work, and so would assign it to the 
fifth year. 

It might be assumed that the prescript of the fifth year and 
the receipts are continued in Column III, but for the fact that 
the receipts appear also in 11. 19-26 of Column IV, on the back 
of fragment B (/. G-. I, 312). From the obverse we learned that 
one year's accounts normally occupied two-thirds of a column ; 
the receipts at the top of Column IV could not be those of an 
additional sixth year (throwing aside the testimony of Helio- 
donis), unless we suppose that the fifth year was squeezed into 
the lowest third of Column III, which seems impossible.* On 
the other hand, agreeing that the receipts on the reverse of B 
(Column IV) are those of the fifth year, they would have been 
overwhelmingly numerous if they had begun in Column III. 
It seems more probable that at the end of the year 433/2, the 

1 The accounts of the fourth year occupy about as much of Column III (11. 
1-46) as those of the first year cover in Column I (11. 1-51), i.e. about two- 
thirds of a column. 



398 WILLIAM BELL DINSMOOB 

secretary to the epistatse, finding that the work was now 
ended because of the transfer of the energies of the state to 
financing the operations which began in the winter of 433/2 
against Potidaea, and that economy of space on the stele was no 
longer necessary, began anew with Column IV for the accounts 
of the fifth year. There was a similar extravagance in spacing 
the account of the last year of the Parthenon, tlie same year 
433/2 (A.J.A. 1913, p. 76). After the receipts of the fifth 
year, in line 27 of Column IV appears the heading 'Avakonara, 
and parts of these expenses are preserved in 11. 28-32. My 
reading does not differ from that of the Corpus (/. G: I, 312), 
and I shall not therefore repeat the text. The expenses of the 
fifth year cannot have continued after line 40 ; for from line 
41 to the bottom of the stele, a rough werkzoll (visible on E) 
occupies the space which would have been filled by the accounts 
of the completion of the building, if the work had not been in- 
terrupted at that point by the outbreak of the Peloponnesian 
War. The werkzoll here is as characteristic of the sudden ces- 
sation of work as are the werkzoll and bosses on the pavements 
and walls of the Propylaea themselves. 

William B. Dinsmoor. 
American School of Classical Studies, Athens. 



